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Although I have carefully read the proposal, due to a number of 
current pressures I took the liberty of asking one of my colleagues to con¬ 
fidently review it. He is a behavior geneticist, and knows a number of the 
people involved or cited in the proposal; he is also familiar with some of ' f v ' 

the statistical procedures proposed. Here is his verbatim report:. 




Sour: 


I have a sweet and sour reaction to this research proposal, 

v . aA •' •• • a,.,- <i;:.*.r-:v'^vs v '^ y 'r'V' :V> 


Eysenck seeks to be controversial. This isn’t bad, just a fact. 

He plays to the press. . / v . 

’Gene action’ dbesn’t really mean gene action. It’s simply a term 
that is attached to certain irregularities or regularities of 
the statistical model used in the genetic analysis. Models change. 

"...it is proposed to use their (Jinks and Fulker) model and *7' 

.statistical treatment for the purposes of analysing the data 
to be obtained in this study." The real rationale for the 
proposal rests on extensions of Mather's biometrical genetic 
models by Jinks and Fulker and the justification for his 
attempting to sell it rests on all previous studies not either 
using the 'new' technique or in not studying all possible human 
pair relationships. I consider this quite weak. 


"...it would be out of place to go into them (the general prin¬ 
ciples of the technique) in detail here." Truly said. Eysenck 
does not know them. 

"Eaves will act as Consultant to this project." Yes-**Eaves is 
the one who will do the entire project. Eysenck will attach 
his name to the published results. V ■■■■':■ 



is indeed skilled in developing questionaires. .(vMihe 
Curtis probably has a book he wrote on how to.test your own IQ 
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The personality variables will be judged according to factor 
analysis constructs that he, himself, defined. These con- ... 
structs are simply names given to vectors that seem to make .. 
sense to the investigator. The dimensions are extraversion^ 
-introversion and neuroticism-stability. If anyone can ."'C 1 
interpret the smoking data in terms of these vectors, Eysenck 
can. , >jv , ... 
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The considerations of sampling are interesting and good..iagain 
Eaves. 
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The use of virtually all possible human relationships in ' 

the design of the experiment is a good feature, although 
taxing. I can think of only one human pair relationship not ' 
considered in this list...that of son-godfather. ' 7 , 


v .A'V.V'.' 








Summary feelings : - ' 

A great quantity of interesting data will be collected in the 
proposed study. The expertise of Jinks and his co-workers lie at the crux 
of the proposal. It’s a pity, I feel, that Eaves, himself, didn't author ' 
the grant request. • v; . • 
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• - A decision to award the proposal should be based on; ■ 4 i- 






(1) the desire of the agency to take the bait--overtly or 
convertly--in the hopes of injecting more controversy into 

the resolution of the question. . .... v 

(2) the budget (unspecified in the narrative). If it's large, 
the proposal should be scrutinized by several others. If small, 
it can be passed- on to the consumer. ^ 
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